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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-3,5,7,9-11,13-16,19-21 and 23-35 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-3,5,7,9-11,20,23,26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 5,802,367 to Held et al. in view of U.S. Pat. 
No. 5,748,896 to Daly et al. 

4. As to claim 1 , Held teaches a method of controlling software components in a 
processing system having plural nodes (figures 3/6), comprising: receiving a request to 
start the processing system ("...activation request..." Col. 10 Ln. 34 - 39, Col. 12 Ln. 1 - 
7); launching a start routine in a first one of the nodes in response to the request 
"...startobjectserver..." Col. 13 Ln. 33 - 42); the start routine causing one or more 
services to be invoked a particular one of the nodes (Step 713 Col. 13 Ln. 36 - 42); 
determining one or more selected software components to start in each of the nodes 
(figure 3 Col. Ln. 53 - 61, figure 6 Col. 10 Ln. 51 - 67, Col. 12 Ln. 1 - 7); and the 
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services starting the selected software components in a particular one of the nodes of 
the processing system (Col. 1 1 Ln. 1 - 17, Col. 12 Ln. 7 - 20). 

5. Held is however silent with reference to causing a service to be invoked in 
plurality of nodes/starting selected software components in plurality of nodes. 

6. Daly teaches causing a service to be invoked in plurality of nodes/starting 
selected software components in plurality of nodes (figure 5A Col. Ln. 8-12). 

7. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Daly and Held because the teaching of 
Daly would improve the system of Held by providing a single entry point through which 
administration of all network services on the network is initiated (Daly Col. 7 Ln. 23 - 
27). 



8. As to claim 2, Held teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein causing the services 
to be invoked comprises causing WINDOWS services ("...window system..." Col. 6 Ln. 
40 - 42). 



9. As to claim 3, Held teaches the method of claim 2, further comprising invoking 
the services with a WINDOWS service control manager module ("...window system..." 
Col. 6 Ln. 40 - 42). 



Application/Control Number: 09/587,302 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2194 

10. As to claim 5, Held teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein starting the selected 
software components comprises starting software components defined as WINDOWS 
services ("...window system..." Col. 6 Ln. 40 - 42). 

11. As to claim 7, he method of claim 1 , further comprising running an instance of a 
manager module in each node, the instance of the manager module in each of the 
nodes responsive to the start routine to invoke the services (Client Service Control 
Manager 707 Col. 12 Ln. 1 - 5, Server Service Control Manager 716 Col. 13 Ln. 33- 42). 

12. As to claim 9, Held teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the first one of the 
nodes is a master node, wherein launching the start routine is performed in the master 
node (Col. 13 Ln. 33 -42). 

13. As to claim 10, Daly teaches the method of claim 7, further comprising the start 
routine communicating requests to manager module instances in each of nodes to start 
corresponding services (Server Manager Component 104 Col. 7 Ln. 17 - 27). 

14. As to claim 1 1 , Daly teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein causing the services 
to be invoked comprises causing one service to be invoked for each software 
component (Col. 7 Ln. 17 - 27). 



Application/Control Number: 09/587,302 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2194 • 

15. As to claim 20, Held teaches a database system comprising: a plurality of nodes 
(figure 6); database software components executable in corresponding nodes (figures 
6/7 Col. 10 Ln. 15 - 67); and a manager module in each of the plurality of nodes 
executable to control the database software components in the plurality of nodes (Client 
Service Control manger 602, Server Service Control Manager 606, Client Service 
Manager 707, Server Service Control Manager 71 6 Col. 1 0 Ln. 1 5 - 67, Col. 1 1 Ln. 43 - 
67, Col. 12 Ln. 1 -40). 

16. Held does not explicitly teach enabling a monitoring module to monitor statuses 
of the database software components in the nodes. 

17. Daly teaches enabling a monitoring module to monitor statuses of the database 
software components in the plurality of nodes (Col. 7 Ln. 8 - 16). 

18. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Daly and Held because the teaching of 
Daly would improve the system of Held by providing a single entry point through which a 
network administrators can browse and select the services they wish to administer on 
the network as well as monitor these individual network services and server from a 
common point (Daly Col. 7 Ln. 32 - 36). 

1 9. As to claim 23, Daly teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the processing 
system comprises a parallel database system, and wherein the selected software 
components comprises starting database software components (figure 5A Col. Ln. 8 - 
12). 
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20. As to claim 26, Daly teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein each of the services 
monitors a status of a corresponding one of the selected software components. (Col. 7 
Ln. 8- 16). 

21 . As to claim 27, Daly teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein each of the services 
monitors for termination of a corresponding one of the selected software component 
(Col. 7 Ln. 8-16). 

22. Claims 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Pat. No. 5,802,367 to Held et al. in view of U.S. Pat. No. 5,748,896 to Daly 
et al. as applied to claim 23 above, and further in view of U.S. Pat. No. 5,613,148 to 
Bezviner et al. 

23. As to claim 24, Held and Daly are silent with reference to the method of claim 23, 
wherein starting the database software components comprises starting a query 
coordinator in each of the nodes to process database queries. 

24. Bezviner teaches the method of claim 23, wherein starting the database software 
components comprises starting a query coordinator in each of the nodes to process 
database queries (Step 510 "...SOMD ObjMgr..." Col. 8 Ln. 41 - 52). 

25. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Bezviner, Daly and Held because the 



Application/Control Number: 09/587,302 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2194 

teaching of Bezviner would improve the system of Held and Daly by managing 
communications to a server process that provide access to database or printer 
resources (Bezviner Col. 6 Ln. 59-61, Col. 8 Ln 41 - 42). 

26. As to claim 25, Bezviner teaches the method of claim 24, wherein starting the 
database software components comprises starting a data server in each node to control 
access of data in storage in the parallel database system (Col. 8 Ln. 41 - 52). 

27. Claims 13-16,19,21 and 28-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 5,613,148 to Bezviner et al. in view of U.S. Pat. No. 
5,802,367 to Held et al. 

28. As to claim 13, Bezviner teaches a database system comprising (figures 58/6 
Col. 7 Ln. 39 - 64, Col. 8 Ln. 31 - 67): a plurality of nodes figures (figures 4/5B/5C/5D)', 
software components executable in the plurality of nodes ("...client process...", 
"...SOMDServer proxy...", "...target object..." Col. 7 Ln. 39 - 64, "...client process...", 
"...SOMD ObjMgr object...", "...target object..." Col. 8 Ln. 31 - 67) and the software 
components comprising a query coordinator in each of the plurality of nodes to process 
database queries (figure 6 (Step 520) Col. 8 Ln. 47 - 54). 

29. Bezviner does not explicitly teach a manager module executable in the database 

system to invoke services in the plurality of nodes to control starting of the software 
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components and a start procedure executable in a first one of the nodes to invoke the 
services in respective nodes through the manager module. 

30. Held teaches a manager module executable in the database system to invoke 
services to control starting of the software components (Service Control Manager 707 
Col. 12 Ln. 30 - 56) and a start procedure executable in a first one of the nodes to 
invoke the services in the plurality of nodes through the manager module 
"...startobjectserver..." Col. 12 Ln. 30 - 37, Col. 13 Ln. 33 - 38). 

31 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Bezviner and Held because the 
teaching of Held would improve the system of Bezviner by providing a service control 
manager for assisting client programs in locating, launching, and executing server code 
(Bezviner Col. 6 Ln. 40 - 44). 

32. As to claim 14, Held teaches the database system of claim 13, wherein the 
manager module comprises plural instances executable on the plurality of nodes 
(Service Control Manager 707 Col. 12 Ln. 30 - 56, Service Control Manager 716 Col. 13 
Ln. 36 - 42). 

33. As to claim 1 5, Held teaches the database system of claim 1 3, wherein the 
manager module comprises a WINDOWS service control manager ("...window system... 
Col. 6 Ln. 40 - 42). 



Application/Control Number: 09/587,302 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2194 

34. As to claim 16, Held teaches the database system of claim 13, wherein the 
services comprise WINDOWS services ("...window system..." Col. 6 Ln. 40 - 42). 

35. As to claim 19, Held teaches the database system of claim 13, wherein the start 
procedure comprises a start service and a program invocable by the start service, 
"...startobjectserver..." Col. 12 Ln. 30 - 37, Col. 13 Ln. 33 - 38). 

36. As to claim 21 , Bezviner teaches an article comprising one or more machine- 
readable storage media containing instructions that when executed cause a database 
system having plural nodes figures 4/5B/5C/5D) to: receive a command to start 
database software components in the plural nodes ("...activated..." Col. 49 - 59). 

37. Bezviner does not explicitly teach launching a start routine in a first one of the 
plural nodes in response to the command; issue requests, from the start routine, to 
respective nodes; and in response to the requests, invoke services in the plural nodes 
to start database software components. 

38. Held teaches launching a start routine in a first one of the plural nodes in 
response to the command (Step 702 Col. 12 Ln. 30 - 33); issue requests, from the start 
routine, to respective nodes; and in response to the requests, invoke services in the 
plural nodes to start database software components (Step 702 Col. 12 Ln. 30 - 37, Col. 
13 Ln. 25-38). 

39. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Bezviner and Held because the 
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teaching of Held would improve the system of Bezviner by providing a service control 
manager for assisting client programs in locating, launching and executing server code 
(Col.6Ln. 40-44). 

40. As to claim 28, Bezviner teaches the database system of claim 13, further 
comprising a storage, wherein the software components further comprise a data sewer 
in each of the plurality of nodes to control access to data in the storage (figure 6 CoL 8 
Ln. 31 - 52). 

41 . As to claim 29, Bezviner and Held are silent with reference to the database 
system of claim 13, wherein each of the services is adapted to monitor for termination of 
a corresponding query coordinator, however it is inherent that once activated a thread 
or process would terminate at the end its execution. 

42. As to claim 30, Held teaches the database system of claim 13, wherein the start 
procedure is adapted to be invoked in response to a request to start a database 
application (Step 702 Col. 12 Ln. 30 - 37, Col. 13 Ln. 25 - 38). 

43. As to claim 31 , see the rejection of claims 28 and 30 above. 



44. 



As to claim 32, see the rejection of claim 29 above. 
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45. As to claims 33 and 35 f see the rejection of claim 21 above. 

46. As to claim 34, see the rejection of claims 21 and 28 above. 

Response to Arguments 

47. Applicant's arguments filed 5/23/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues in substance that (1), the Daly prior art reference does not 
teach or suggest a start routine for causing one or more services to be invoked in each 
of the plurality of nodes of a processing system, (2) the Daly prior art reference does not 
teach or suggest a monitoring module to monitor the statuses of the database software 
components in the plurality of nodes, and (3) Examiner's rejection of claim 13 is 
contradictory because on one hand the examiner claims the Held prior art reference is 
silent with reference to a start routine for causing one or more services to be invoked in 
each of a plurality of the nodes in claim 1 and on the other hand using the same 
reference to reject a similar limitation in claim 13. 

Examiner respectfully traverses Applicant's argument: 

As to point (1 ), the Daly prior art reference does indeed teach a start routine for 
causing one or more services to be invoked in each of the plurality of nodes of a 
processing system by providing a server manager component that represents a single 
entry point through which remote administration of all network services on the 
network is initiated. Daly further discloses that the single entry point allows network 
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administrators to browse and select services from a common viewpoint instead of the 
prior practice of having multiple network service management applications 

managing different network services (Col. 7 Ln. 17-44). 

As to point (2), claim 20 only requires a monitoring module that functions to 
monitor the statues of the software components in a plurality of nodes and the Daly prior 
art reference meets this limitation by providing a server manager component that 
monitors individual network services and servers from a common viewpoint (Col. 7 Ln. 
32 - 35, also see figures 3 and 5A). 

As to point (3), the claim limitation in question in claim 1 is slightly different from 
the claim limitation in claim 13. The claim limitation of claim 1 requires the invocation of 
one or more services in each of the nodes (plurality of nodes) while the claim limitation 
of claim 13 requires the invocation of services and the execution of execution of a start 
procedure in a first one of the plurality of nodes to invoke the services the plurality of 
nodes. 

Conclusion 

48. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles E. Anya whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3757. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:30-6:00) First Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, An Meng-Ai can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, -see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Charles E Anya 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2194 
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